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masses, who had been told that they were in economic chains.
Locke's ethical proposition had only been heard by the comfort-
ably situated and politically powerful Whigs, who found it very
proper and useful until his balanced statement crossed the
Atlantic to become part of the constitution of the aristocratic
democracy of the United States; while Rousseau's words aroused
the French enthusiasm which made the liberation of the colon-
ists possible. It was where Rousseau differed from Locke that
his permanent value lay. He was the first to realize that a
satisfactory foundation of the relations between men and society
must be constructive. It was not enough to attack with ideas
and stones the stronghold of political authority in order to
procure a truce between the might of the State and the right
of the individual; an inner change in the very being of the State
was needed. It must be built anew in harmony with a commonly
accepted moral purpose and commonly recognized social need.
It must not be considered to be an interference with man's
liberty or a regrettable necessity, but an aid to him, a welcome
organization within which he can be helped to lead a peaceful,
prosperous, and good life. It is, of course, well known that there
is hardly a passage in his works which is not contradicted on
some other page, and it is therefore possible to present many
Rousseaus. But the Rousseau who helped to bring about the
French Revolution is only one out of many thinkers, whereas
the Rousseau who inspired Hegel and Marx stands alone. The
Hegelian or idealistic theory of the State was destined to play
an important part in the development of modern society. Apart
from the Christian theory, it was the only alternative to
Utilitarianism, so that we shall be justified in trying to follow
out that side of Rousseau's thought, even if it be one side only.
It is easy to underrate and even to make fun of Rousseau.
Judged by the standards which we should apply to our own
acquaintances, there was little that was admirable and much
that was despicable in his character. His farcical conversion
to Catholicism for financial reasons, the combination of a
morbid sentimentalism with a callousness which allowed him
to put away five of his children in the box of the foundlings*